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Pursuant to United Slates Patent and Trademark Office OG Notices: 12 July 2005 - New 
Pre- Appeal Brief Conference Pilot Program, a request for a review of identified matters on 
appeal is hereby submitted with the Notice of Appeal. Review of these identified matters by a 
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anode over a substrate, a buffer layer over the anode, a hole transporting layer over the butler 
layer, a light emitting layer over the hole transporting layer, and a cathode over the light emitting 
layer. CI arm 3 further recites that the buffer layer includes a material for the electroluminescence 
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the claims." The rejection then asserts that Kono describes the use of this dopant and thai it 
therefore would have been obvious to emp o> r \c. se .no h «. ^ > * w doped n i , 
TCNQ is atveiectrically conductive material as required by Benn'us." 
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Stated another way, rather than showing the proper motivation, the rejection merely 
indicates thai it would have been obvious to use hie doped polyaniime of Kono because Kono 
teaches thai the doped polyaniime is an electrically i \ . materia;. Thus, (he rejection, u 
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not h.o e motivates! one of ordinary skill m the art to modify the polyaniime used in the organic 
light omitting diodes of Bcmias. 
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